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Mr. Alvin L. Alm

Peputy Administrator

U.5. Envirormental Protection
Agency

401 M Btreet &W

Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Mr. Alm:

The Science Advisory Board (SAB) is frequently requested by the
Agency to evaluate the scientific data and methods that lead to a
statement of hazard or risk to human health and the enviromment as the
result of exposure to an individual compound or class of compound. The
information submitted to the SAB includes the avallable experimental
animal test results, human clinical data, epidemiological studies, infor-
mation relating to the mechanisms of pollutant Interaction and a discnssion
of procedures employed in estimating the liklihood of the cccurrence of
effects. From this body of evidence the Agency generates quantitative risk
estimates or makes qualitative conclusions about health and welfare effects;
both kinds of statements become key scientific bases for making risk manage-
ment decisions.

The Board is concerned that a significant factor in the risk evaluation
equation-—exposure assessment——is not uniformly submitted for its review,
along with the aforementioned data bases, by the various program of fices.

It is increasingly recognized, by sclentists and policy makers, that a
risk assessment should include both an assessment of the toxicity data base
and the avallable exposure information, and that efforts ought to be nade
to Integrate these two data sets to calculate risk estimates.

With this in mind, the Science Advisory Board makes two official
requests to you and to the Agency. These include:

1) that, as a routine matter, analyses of toxicity and potency submitted
for S5AB review be accompanied by the available, non-confidential exposure
assessment data and analyses of major importance to the Apgency.



2) thar, such 8Xposure assegsments include a discussion of the methods
used by the Agency for estimating exposures and thar the ranges of exposure
estimates genersted by such methods be presented along with the degree to

which they influence the Agency's evaluation of risk to human health and/or g
the environment.

The Board looks forw

ard to working with the Agency to continue to
improve the use of risk a

s¢essment in the deciszion making process.

Sincerely,
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Korton Ne Isom

Chairman

Executive Committee
Science Advisory Board




